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.Reagan Administration’s record re-
-quest for $274 billion .in military -
-.spending for next year. The White

. Soviets spent 80%:more than the
“United States, according to DIA and
CI.Aﬁgm A )

US. Gi’erestizmted Sovie

By ROBERT C. TOTH, Times Staf{f Writer

‘WASHINGTON - The United
States overesuimated the growlh

-rate of Soviet military spending .

from 1976 to 1981, putting it at 3¢,
instead of 2% in each of the five
years, senior U.S. specialists on the
Soviet economy acknowledged

. - .The embarrassing revision is cer-

_tain to have major- political impact.
-as Congress prepares to debate the

.House and the Pentagon have cited - -
high and increasing Soviet defense
expenditures to justify the request. .

..» Now, however, the Central Intel-

ligence Agency and Defense Intelli- .
gence Agency have agreed that:

..Soviet defense spending is growing
*.al a slower rate than ‘previously ™
- believed, even as the U.S. defense ' ods.
. ‘spending rate increases. L

The U.S. defense budget rose an

"‘average of 6% per year since 1976,
..and the new request represents &
. 85% rise over 1883, according 1o, -

Pentagon figures, ° -

. The senior US. officials, who
. declined to be identified by name or

egencies, maintained, however, that

* the Soviets have far outspent the
- United States in absolute numbers,
. irrespective of growth rates, and

that they continue 1o do so. ,
? For 1981, the last year for which

..Soviet figures have been calculated,
. the Soviets spent $222 billion on

‘defense, compared to $154 billion by
‘the United States,. they said. Over -
the entire decade ‘of the 1970s, the
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The officiels denied published
reports that the DIA and C1A have
disagreed over the Soviet spending
growth rates. Both agencies accept
2%, not 3%, the officials said.

However, sources noted that the
fact that the two agencies have
been debating the issue for at least
nine months suggests -injtial dis-
agreements. The present consensus
reflects a strong Gesire to present &

- united front, one source said.

The basic reason for the contro-
versy over Soviet military spending
is that the Kremlin does not release
true figures. For example, it claims

1o have spent only $26 billion on
defense in 1981, one-tenth of the

US. -caleulations, ‘which are based
on “estimating the cost of Soviet
‘weapons, personnel and the like, as
detecied by US. intelligence meth.-

Agency Disigreement Denied
" Soviet defense spending histori-
cally has increzsed at an annual rate
of 3% through 1975, the officials
said. The reasons for its drop 10 2%
after that are not knowrn. .
" ‘The officials firmly rejected sug-’
gestions that the slowdown was
solely because of the slower overall
growth rate of the Soviet economy
or-that the defense cutbacks were

ordered by the Politburo in 1976.
Instead, they released one page of
2 forthcoming revision of the Pen-
tagon’ booklet, “*Soviet Military

. Power,” which elaims that the Sovie |

et spending downturn was cyclical,
or .temporary, and that & new

growth spurt in weapons production
..could come soon to wipe out the,
. . slowdowns, :
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“The large Soviet research and
development efforz, coupled with
observed expansion in military pro-
duction facilities, smggests that the
dollar costs of Soviet military pro-
Curement may soan resume their
historical growth (of 3%).”-

- In contrast, last wear's Pentagon
booklet said thar “throughout the
1970s, the Soviets bave consistently
. allocated from 12% 10 14% of gross
national product ‘to military pro-
- grams (compared to 5% 1o 6% for
the United States) in spite of e
. marked downward trend in the rate
of economic growth. :
- *H this trend continues, the per-
-centage aliocated o the military
will increase,” it predticted last year,
“There are 5o signs of 2 de-empha- -
prograuns.” '
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- The officals cimmed Thursday
, thatsmandec!insinSovietgrowth :
raies were seen i the early 1950s

" and 1960s before the introduction of

new weapons systezns. They antici- -
pate that new Sowiet zircraft and
missile models will be produced in
the future to restore the past
- growth rates, . - o
" The officials also said that they
have identified 2 2% growth rate
‘earlier in each of 3978 and 1980 but
considered them temporary de-
crezses that would disappear. Over
the jast nine months - however, in
examining all the evidence for
. Weapons deployment in 1881, they:
concluded that the 2% rate contin.
m ‘ - X M
- They then re-examined earlier -
- .years and conchuded that the 2%
- growth rate applied for the entire .
1976 to 1981 period, rather than the -
3% average.: i FE
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